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STATEVENT OF POSITION 

' DAYLIGHT ' is a non-profit educational initiative , 
funded by subscriptions and donations, set up in 
response to the need for a specifically Catholic 
creation-science society. While recognising the 
valuable contribution made by Protestant scientists 
and groups , as Catholics we are not limited by the 
principles of Fundamentalism , "Sc la Scripture", or 
private interpretation of the Bible. We accept 
Christ's Church as the final authority or t re true 
sense of the Scriptures. Therefore iz is aci zonal 
policy not to publish views which attack Caznziic 
dogma. Apart from this, the organisation, finances 
and editorship of 'DAYLIGHT' are independent of any 
other secular or religious group. 


AIMS 


(1) To inform Catholics about the scientific evidence 
that supports belief in Special Creation as oppose: to 
Evolution. 

(2) To demonstrate that the traditional Catr.ziic 
doctrines related to Origins are in conformity -itr 
the discoveries of Science. 

(3) To encourage research, discussion and education in 
scientific issues related to the biblical, doctr:~ei 
historical and moral teachings of the Catholic Churcn. 


SUBSCRIPTIONS 

Payment for 4 issues is due annually in September. 

UK & Ireland £5 . Europe £7. 

Outside Europe (by Air) £10 or US$20 ; (surface) £7. 
Cash is acceptable in ££ Sterling or US Dollars. 
Cheques must be payable in Sterling. 

Please make cheques payable to "DAYLIGHT". 


Hon.Secretary & Editor : Anthony Nevard B.Sc. 
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SERVICE TO THE TRUTH 


“THE CORROBORATION by experience of a truth emphatically told, 
but at first not believed, has a powerful effect upon the mind. I 
suppose that of all the instruments of conviction it is the most 
powerful. It is an example of the fundamental doctrine that truth 
confirms truth. If you say to a man a thing which he thinks nou- 
sensical, impossible, a mere jingle of words, although you yourself 
know it very well by experience to be true; when later he finds 
this thing by his own experience to be actual and living, then is 
truth confirmed in his mind: it stands out much more strongly 
than it would had he never doubted. On this account, it is always 
worth while, I think, to hammer at truths which one knows to 
be important, even those which seem, to others, at their first state¬ 
ment mere nonsense. For though you may die under the imputation 
of being a man without a sense of proportion, or even a mad¬ 
man, yet reality will in time confirm your effort. And even though 
that confirmation of your effort, the triumph of the truth, should 
never he associated with your own name, yet it is worth making, 
for the sake of the truth, to which I am sure w*e owe a sort of 
allegiance : not because it is the truth — one can have ho allegi¬ 
ance to an abstraction — but because whenever wre insist upon a 
truth we are witnessing to Almighty God ... It is not often that 
one comes across men in a modern, life-time intent upon the pro¬ 
clamation of unaccepted, or of ill-accepted, or unknown truths ; 
for such men must suffer. And few will suffer today save for some 
reward.” 

Hilaire Belloc: The Cruise of the Nona. 
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EDITORIAL 


Of the many excellent lectures at the European 
Creationist Congress, perhaps the most interesting to me 
was that of Dr.Qnitry Kousnetsov. He reported the 
spectacular progress of the Moscow Creation Science 
Fellowship, of which he is Chairman. Formed only two years 
ago with 12 people, following a visit by Dr.Duane Gish 
from USA, it now has about 200 members, nearly all of whom 
are professional scientists. 

Attitudes to creationism are very different in Russia 
from those in USA or the UK. Firstly, in reaction to 70 
years of State-controlled information, there is a very 
high degree of interest in all news from abroad. In an 
atmosphere of liberation, there is now much spiritual and 
academic freedom. University professors believe in 
students hearing all sides of an argument, and debate on 
evolution/creation is encouraged 1 State TV has broadcast 
discussions on origins, and also evangelical Christian 
programmes (e.g. Billy Graham). The MCSF holds regular 
meetings, has five full-time staff and a laboratory for 
research, and publishes and distributes literature, for 
which there is a great demand. For example, the pamphlet 
'Bone of Contention', by Sylvia Baker, sold 60,000 copies 
in a month I Russian scientists are now also writing and 
translating creationist books. These activities are helped 
by funding from Evangelical missions in USA and Canada. 

This all sounds wonderful news for the cause of 
Creation Science - but might we not ask - WHAT HAVE 
CATHOLIC SCIENTISTS, THEOLOGIANS AND CLER GY BEEN DOING ? 
Sadly, I fear the worst- promoting evolutionism. And the 
Russian Orthodox Church ? I was told it recently published 
a document officially supporting the views of Fr.Teilhard 
de Chardin ! 

Evangelical protestants, Seventh Day Adventists, 
Mormons and Jehovah's Witnesses have gained thousands of 
converts in many countries in the post-Vatican II years. 
Now they are moving in to the traditionally Catholic 
countries of Eastern Europe. A common factor of all these 
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sects is the rejection of Evolutionism, and the acceptance 
of Genesis as historically true. Such a belief is actually 
also Catholic teaching , but it has been too well hidden in 
recent years. Unless Catholic creationism reaches Eastern 
Europe very soon, I predict that countries like Poland 
will increasingly be protestantised, just as has happened 
in Latin America. When are the Bishops going to wake up to 
what is happening and reaffirm the traditional doctrines ? 


In this issue. 


Patrons- It is planned that each quarterly issue be 
dedicated particularly to the intercession of one of our 
four Heavenly Patrons, whose feast occurs at that season, 
to ask for God's help in its production, distribution and 
effects. Please pray especially for Bishops and priests. 

At the time of each Patronal Feast, Holy Mass (Old 
Rite) will be offered by one of our members for this 
intention, and for all Daylight supporters. 


Contributors. My thanks are due to: 


Ft. Peter Lessiter, one of the 'founding Fathers' of 
Daylight, who has written and lectured for many years on 
the Faith, and is well known in England particularly for 
his slide-talks on Evolution, Fatima and the Holy Shroud. 
I can also recorrmend his excellent sets of cassettes on 
the Faith for the instruction of children and adults. 

His address is: St.Joseph's House, .. 


- 


Theresa Croshaw, whose detailed review of Liley and 
Lejeune 1 s book clearly demonstrates the connection between 
moral attitudes and philosophies of origins. 


John V.Gollyer, who monitors science magazines and 
regularly contributes useful extracts and comments for the 
CSM periodical "Creation". 


******* 


Please note: Opinions expressed in signed articles in 
Daylight are not necessarily shared by the Editor. 
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SPECTRUM 


"I belong to the Creation Science Movement and have found 
this very helpful, but now I am pleased to learn of a 
Catholic movement which is even better." Fr.M.C., Kent. 

"Since my return to the Faith, I have been the recipient 
of many blessings. I have successfully argued the case for 
God's creation with some quite formidable atheists and 
held them to a situation where I did the hard questioning, 
where they had to admit that their proposition was also an 
'act of faith'. Strange from militant atheists !!” 

T.G., London. 

"I enclose subscriptions for my friends X (South Africa) 
and Y (Australia)." M.L., Leicester. 

"Our Church appears peculiarly remiss in failing to 
appreciate the dreadful consequences of the general theory 
of Evolution or indeed the watered down version of 

1 Theistic Evolution 1 . I am sure many of the problems in 
the church are as a direct result of the failure of our 
spiritual teachers to realise exactly what harm these 
theories do. I hardly get any answers any more from 
Bishops etc whenever I write..." M.M., Wolverhampton. 

"Thank you very much indeed for sending my order 'Creation 
Rediscovered' and also the beautiful and very excellent 
book 'The Holy Shroud'." P.S., London. 

"I am glad to learn of the growth of your own 

organisation." Geoff Chapman, Creation Resources Trust . 

"Do keep us advised of your activities and may God bless 
your efforts to proclaim His Truth." W.C., New York. 

"I enclose a cheque for £20 towards your work, and to 

cover a year's subscription for X. He said he would like 
to subscribe but ...had no money " [a religious]. J.C., Sussex 
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"We appreciate your interest in ICR [Institute for 
Creation Research] and our Acts and Facts and we are very 
pleased to know of your own periodical Daylight as well as 
your organisation there in England. 

I found the material very interesting and would 
encourage you certainly to continue with this fine 
ministry ." Dr.Henry M. Morris, President, ICR, San Diego. 

"I have just finished reading a copy of your Daylight 
edition and was very encouraged to hear a Catholic voice 
speaking so clearly about the myth of evolution." K.K., Glos. 

"I cannot recall any time in my life when I was ever 
convinced by the theory of evolution. It is even less 
convincing when applied to theology than to nature, and 
even more disastrous." Dom.B.H., Scotland . 

"Thank you for you r letter and copy of 'Creation 
Rediscovered' ... It is good to see your work with Daylight 
progressing .” Dr.David Rosevear, 

Chairman, Creation Science Movement . 

"I was very glad to hear from you ! Thank you for the 
literature and I should certainly like to become a regular 
subscriber... I have ordered the video. It is so good at 
last to have some ammunition. God bless you in,your work." 

M.K ., Surrey . 

"Thank you very much for sending me Daylight No.2 which I 
found of great interest... so glad to have been put on to 
your organisation... It is a very live issue and essential 
that people, especially Catholics, begin to see straight. 
We've got a long way to go, however." P.R., Oxford. 

"Your article 'Bang goes Evolution' is, with Keane’s book, 
far the most convincing I've ever seen !" Fr.G., Sussex. 

"Very many thanks for sending me No .4 Daylight. Absolutely 
superb ! I enclose a donation. Can I ask for back numbers ? 

Please send a copy of this issue to names and 

addresses given]. R.C., Surrey. 
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OUR HEAVENLY PATRONS 


St.Thomas Aquinas (March 7th) 

Born in 1226, he entered the Dominicans in 1243 and 
is renowned for his teaching of philosophy and theology, 
collected in the 19-volume treatise "Suirma Theologica". He 
has been styled 'The Angelic Doctor' on account of his 
humility. Butler writes of him : "Nothing was more 
remarkable than his meekness on all occasions. His temper 
was never ruffled in the heat of any dispute, nor by any 
insult." For his great wisdom, he has been proclaimed 
patron of Catholic schools. He died on March 7th, 1274. 

We have good cause to pray to St.Thomas for a calm 
manner in dealing with contentious issues, and for his 
assistance in eradicating the false philosophies being 
taught unchallenged in many schools today. 


St.Bonaventure (July 14th) 

' Born in 1221, his life was saved from grave illness 
through the intercession of St.Francis. In gratitude, 
Bonaventure joined the Franciscans in 1243. Known as 'The 
Seraphic Doctor', his zeal and clarity of theological 
teaching was matched by an ardent charity for God and his 
fellow man. In 1272, he wrote the 'Hexaemeron on the Six 
Days of Creation' , and soon afterwards was made Cardinal 
of Albano. His doctrinal expositions at the Council of 
Lyons made a valuable contribution to the healing of 
schisms. He died on July 14th, 1274. 

Che famous reply he made to his friend St.Thomas, 
when pointing to a crucifix he said: "This is the source 
of all my knowledge. I study only Jesus Christ, and Him 
crucified." 

May St.Bonaventure guide us in expounding the 
doctrine of creation with charity, especially towards our 
separated Christian brethren. 
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St.Michael the Archangel (September 29th) 

The name Michael means, in Hebrew, "who is like to 
God ?" and recalls the battle in heaven between "the 
prince of the heavenly host" and the devil, a battle which 
began with Lucifer's rebellion and continues down the 
ages. St.Michael and his angels are Christ's allies 
against Satan and his devils, who have wrought such havoc 
in Catholic souls through the spread of false and 
deceitful philosophies and errors, and provoking enmity 
even between fellow Catholics over issues like Evolution. 

Of all creation, only the angels share our nature in 
having irtinortal supernatural souls, and are therefore 
especially able to assist us in what essentially is a 
spiritual contest between Divine Truth and satanic 
falsehood. As Protector of the Church, we ask St.Michael 
to help especially the Pope, Hierarchy, Clergy and 
Religious to understand and reject the errors of 
evolutionism that are causing such harm to the Church. 


The Immaculate Conception (December 8th) 

On December 8th 1854, Pope Pius IX defined the dogma: 
"Hie most Blessed Virgin Mary...was preserved free from 
all stain of original sin." At Lourdes on March 25th 1858, 
the Feast of the Annunciation, Our Lady declared to 
St.Bernadette: "I am the Immaculate Conception." Her final 
appearance at Lourdes was on July 16th that year. 

Meanwhile, in England,--on July 1st 1858, Charles 
Darwin's paper on 'survival of the fittest' was read to 
the Linnaean Society, following which he began writing 
'The Origin of Species', published in 1859, to which can 
clearly be traced the source of the modernist attacks on 
the Christian doctrine of Original Sin, and hence also the 
above dogma of the Iirmaculate Conception. 

We ask Our Lady to restore in mankind a true 
understanding of fallen human nature, and the 
acknowledgement and love of her Son, Our Lord Jesus Christ. 
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TEACHERS AND PARENTS BEWARE ! 


Fr.Peter Lessiter 


One thing which those responsible for young people 
today- be they parents or teachers- must be aware of, are 
certain trends in Education. I would draw your attention 
to an important one - namely the dishonest way the 
hypothesis of Evolution is put over as if it were an 
established fact through books, magazines, radio and 
television programmes and other means of communication and 
education. In preparing material for a short paperback on 
this subject and a cassette-tape, I was alarmed at what is 
now in general circulation for children of all ages. 

For example- well illustrated pictures are collected 
(by the under 7's) to complete a chart showing how life 
began, from a group of chemicals leading up to man. 
Another example- in the Junior School is the Explorer 
Series "How Man Began", and in Secondary Schools there is 
a special course (for the 11-13 year olds) "Man in 
Society" (MACDS). Encyclopaedias, especially those used 
in schools, assume man's evolution from animals as if it 
were an established scientific fact. 

Catholics ought to be aware of exactly where we stand 
on this subject- how does the Church guide us ? 
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In 1950, Pope Pius XII laid down these main points 
(in the Encyclical "Humani Generis") 

(1) The Soul is a direct creation by God. 

(2) Experts may discuss whether the man's body came 
from pre-existing living matter- giving a careful and 
balanced assessment of all the evidence for and against 
such a hypothesis. 

(3) Due regard must be made to what the Sources of 
Revelation have to say on this subject (here the Pope was 
referring to the Book of Genesis and also to certain New 
Testament texts ). 

(4) The Pope added that, regrettably, some have 
taken advantage of this freedom of debate to teach as an 
established fact what is, as yet, an unproven scientific 
hypothesis. 

It is sad to say that many Catholics, including 
clergy, are teaching that God created through Evolution- 
without, of course, providing any truly objective 
Scriptural or Scientific evidence for or against such a 
statement. This is not just misleading- it is falling 
right into the hands of those who teach Evolution to get 
rid of the idea of God being behind Creation at all, or 
man being different from animals (i'.e. he has ‘an immortal 
spiritual soul) or man needing Redemption from the Fall 
which has affected the whole human race- after all, 
Christianity is a religion essentially of Redemption and 
Salvation. 
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When you come to think of it, it is rather 
convenient for a Christian to call on God to create a soul 
in an evolved ape- just because you happen to believe in 
God and in man's immortal soul. If you can arrive at man 
through a process of Evolution (which is what most true 
Evolutionists believe and teach), why bother about God or 
a soul or man's eternal destiny at all ? 

What Catholics must do, above all, to preserve the 
Faith, and to be good scientists on this subject, is to be 
clear on these facts : 

(1) The evidence for evolution is very questionable- 

(a) No true evidence exists that life emerged 
from chemicals. 

(b) No new species has come about as a result 
of mutations, natural selction or survival of 
the fittest. 

(c) No man has ever evolved from an ape. 

(2) The Book of Genesis does NOT consist of a sereis 
of myths or symbolic stories. There are a 
number of books today which show that Genesis is 

- probably the most historical and balanced 
scientific explanation of our origins we could 
ever hope to find, without falling into the 
error of "reading into" the Genesis account of 
Creation something which it does not say. 

What are the real dangers of teaching Evolution ? 
First of all- it is only a theory, and as yet unproven. 

Secondly, it by-passes the spiritual nature of man. 
Man's supernatural spiritual soul is never mentioned by 
Evolutionists. 

Thirdly- it omits any supernatural intervention in 
man's life by God, i.e. no miracles or Resurrection. 

Fourthly- it conceals from young people especially, 
man's true origins , nature , and final destiny . It 
condemns then to a frustrating life, often without purpose 
or meaning. 

Above all remember- man is not a step-up from the 
apes - "He is a little lower than the angels" (Ps.8 w5-8) 
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Is Darwin "Gospel” Truth? 

Theresa Croshaw 

This review was first published in “Human Concern” #7, 
in Spring 1981, and is here reprinted in full/ by kind 
permission of the writer and the Society for the 
Protection of Unborn Children, 

Although the book is now out of print, the article 
provides a strong argument connecting evolutionism with 
the abortion mentality. Please note, however, that the 
views of the writer are not necessarily shared by SPUC. 

“The Tiniest Human”, a 
remarkable book, has now 
reached Britain. It contains 
the transcripts of evidence 
given to the U.S. Congress 
by two of the world's most 
highly honoured scientists 
— Professor Sir William 
Liley, and Professor Jerome 
Lejeune. 

Professor Sir William 
Liley (now Professor of 
Perinatal Physiology in Ihe 
Postgraduate School at the 
University of Auckland, in 
his homeland. New Zea¬ 
land) won world recognition when he became the first 
doctor to carry out a blood transfusion on an unborn 
chQd. 

Professor Jerome Lejeune (Professor of Funda¬ 
mental Genetics at the University Rene Descartes in 
Paris) won world acclaim when he demonstrated that 
mongolism was due to an extra chromosome, for which 
he received the Kennedy Award presented to him by 
the late President John Kennedy. Among many other 
honours he also received what is lpiown as a special 
distinction for scientific writers involved in biology' "from 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

'together Liley and Lejeune debunk Ihe myths 
stemming from Neo-Darwinism and which form the 
basis for the philosophy of many in the pro- abortion 
camp. 

The book, THE TINIEST HUMAN (edited by 
Robert L. Sassone) is here reviewed by agnostic writer, 

THERESA CROSHAW. 
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O NCE upon a time, as fairy stories go, Darwin 
believed that man evolved via the ape; and 
Haeckel believed that the evolutionary 
pattern from amoeba to tadpole to ape is 
repeated in the stages of foetal development, humanity 
being achieved only at birth. Such tales, enshrined in 
the abortionist folklore, have no happy ending for the 
children of today. 

Those who defend the unborn child are derided for 
emotive superstition. After all. pro-abortionists claim, 
the theory of Darwin is upheld by scientists; the 
subhuman status of the foetus is a matter of medical 
opinion. So loudly do the abortionsists stress “evolution” 
and “subhuman” that public attention is diverted from 
the words “theory” and “opinion” on which their whole 
mythology depends. 


The twentieth century has more 
to offer than opinion. Techno¬ 
logical advances now enable 
scientists to examine more closely 
the ^process of human reproduc¬ 
tion. The tiniest humans are here 
described by two ot the world's 
most highly honoured scientists. 
Professors Li ley and Lejeune, from 
research in their respective fields 
of foetology and human genetics. 

In 1%3 Professor Li Icy de¬ 
veloped a technique for trans¬ 
fusion of blood to the baby in 
utero. “This work demonstrated 
conclusively that the unborn child, 
like any other person, could be ill, 
and could have his disease 
diagnosed, his condition assessed, 
and his malady successfully 
treated.*" Because of the necessity 
to detect which way each foetus 
lies and how his or her movements 
are governed, prolonged and 
detailed observation has revealed 
the facts of unborn life. This 
research invalidates the traditional 
abortionist stories. 


Far from being “a parasite *, 
the unborn child is a powerhouse, 
organising and maintaining the 
pregnancy, developing his own 
life-support system. He or she 
cannot be regarded as part of the 
mother, as the individual child's 
genetic make-up is unique, half 
derived from the father. While it 
may be appropriate to use the 
terms zygote, embryo or foetus for 
stages of development, doctors do 
not always agree on the precise 
time of gestation to which each 
applies; what must be re- 
memembered is that zygote, 
embryo. foetus, toddler, 
adolescent, adult, geriatric, are all 
terms applying to stages of the 
one life-span, continuous from 
conception. 

The Unborn Child Responds To 
Pain 

Arguments as to viability are in¬ 
appropriate because the foetus is 
excellently adapted to the womb 




environment. The astronaut with¬ 
out his space capsule and the 
Polar explorer without his thermal 
suit would not be viable either. 
“Anyone proclaiming incapability 
of independent existence, even in 
a social sense, as a forfeiture of a 
claim to life should think carefully 
the next time they plan to call a 
doctor themselves.“ 

Those who believe “quickening** 
to occur at about five months are 
not only wrong to equate this with 
the beginning of life, but must 
adjust their chronometer to the 
eight-week stage at which the 
child responds to touch by moving 
the whole body — a process 
unnoticed by the mother, but 
amply recorded on film by 
embryologist Davenport Hooker of 
the University of Pittsburgh. Later 
the child responds also to sound 
and light. While it is impossible to 
state absolutely that any other 
human being than ourselves feels 
pain, which is subjective, it is an 
observed fact that “the foetus 
responds violently to stimuli which 
you and I would feel painful”. 

it is also possible for the foetus 
to breathe through the lungs. 
When an air-bubble was injected 
into the womb of a Mexico City 
mother to locate suspected 
placenta praevia, the baby's cries 
were heard and tape-recorded. At 
least as early as eight weeks the 
foetus has been observed to drink 
the amniotic fluid and get hic¬ 
cups: an individual behaviour 
pattern becomes established later, 
"some babies coyly drinking 10 ml 
per hour, and others boozing away 
at 90 ml per hour/ 4 (These traits 
persist in the child after birth). 
They drink less if the fluid is 
artifically soured, more if it is 
sweetened, except for those who 


show an aversion to saccharine. “I 
would guess that at morning tea 
some ol us took sugar in our 
coffee and some did not.** Lach 
child has distinct preferences in 
taste and in the position chosen 
for maximum comfort, but “how 
much is learned behaviour and 
how much is free-will is some¬ 
thing Ibr the metaphysicists to 
discuss.** 

Unscientific Terms 

In short: “The foetus is a young 
human, dynamic, plastic, resilient, 
in command of his own environ¬ 
ment and destiny with a tenacious 
purpose." 

But Professor* Li ley stresses the 
importance of care for the 
mother: “It is not the foetus who 
rings me up; it is in fact the 
mother, to look after her and to 
treat her and another person 
before and after the birth.* 4 

If is is “emotional 4 * to plead for 
the foetus, so is every request for 
abortion and many an argument 
promoting abortiejn law. One 
example is the claim that the 
foetus is “only a potential 
human". This is not a medical or 
scientific term at all, but meta¬ 
physical and used because 44 the 
'• fate proposed for him has little or 
nothing to do with medicine or 
therapy. The only thing 

medical about abortion is that 
doctors do it, and must handle 
complications afterwards. No 
matter how' severe^ the mother's 
heart disease, renal complaint, 
diabetes or mental illness, no one 
would be suggesting abortion was 
essential if the mother wanted the 
baby. 44 
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We Begin At The Beginning 

I hose advocating abortion be 
cause the foetus is supposedly in 
subhuman evolution “are flat Is 
contradicated by other abortion 
ad\ocatcs. researchers who insist 
the reason they must do research 
on human foetuses is because they 
are human, not animal/’ 

This view “that the human egg 
is an amoeba, the tiny embryo a 
kind of fish, later a kind of 
tadpole” is refuted also by Pro¬ 
fessor Lejeune as “an old hypo¬ 
thesis which is entirely ruled out 
by the tacts”. From his research 
into human chromosomes (with 
particular reference to Down's 
Syndrome) Lejeune concludes: 
'Hvery man begins at his very 
beginning. . . ‘Human being’ is a 
scientific description of the human 
conceptus/’ 

It is at conception that all 
individual human characteristics 
are established by the information 
then transmitted within the thread 
of DNA. “We should remember 
that in this thread every character 
of each of us is exactly described. 
Thou shalt have blond hair, hazel 
eyes; thou shalt be six feet tail, 
and thou shalt live some eightv 
years, if no road accidents inter¬ 
vene! . . . We cannot read inside 
the first ceil but if we could, if we 
were precise enough we could 
really say, he shall be six feet.” 

Precision of chromosomal 
analysis achieved in the last 
decade “has entirely changed our 
impressions about genetics”. Be¬ 
cause a chimpanzee has 48 
chromosomes, whereas a human 
has only 46 (“humility imposed!”), 
it is impossible to agree with the 
Neo-Darwinists that as man 


evolved from the apes, humanity 
must be an achieved quality and 
not innate. Professor Lejeune goes 
still further. 

A Unique Couple 

From what we know from 
primates, that is from the gorilla, 
from the chimpanzee, from the 
orangutan and from man, we can 
safely say that the very ingenious 
simplification of Nco-Darwinists is 
now just good to put in the 
museum. . , because from the 
actual structure of the chromo¬ 
some we can demonstrate that the 
human species did not come from 
a progressive humanization of a 
pre-human. . . All human beings 
have the same chromosomes, and 
the reason obviously is that they 
have the same ancestor.” In 
plants you can get from the same 
plant both male and female 
gametes, but as human reproduc¬ 
tion is sexual, the human race 
must therefore have originated 
with “a unique couple”. Neo- 
Darwinism now has all the scien¬ 
tific dignity of the Ptolemaic 
astronomical system. “We know 
that it does not work.” 

What of the Downs child whose 
condition has been attributed by 
Professor Lejeune s own discovery 
to the presence of an extra 
chromosome? “Looking at the 
chromosomes of a mongoloid 
foetus gives us two certainties: 
one, he is affected by the disease 
fot he has an extra chromosome 
and two, he is a human being as 
all the rest of his chromosomes 
demonstrate. Hence the case is 
not to decide whether to eliminate 
a disease, but whether we elimin¬ 
ate a human being affected bv the 
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disease. “As the utoiif;il retard.! 
(ion of such children is possibly 
linked with an excess of a specific 
enzyme, a medical cure of the 
mental deficiency is worth in¬ 
vestigation*'. While Lejeune 
stresses that this will he no round- 
tlie-corner miracle, this research is 
preferable to corrosive abortionism 
under which “what is diminishing 
is love for those who are un¬ 
healthy. small, different from 
others, and eventually who will 
not be of any interest in the 
mathematics of the economy". 

Facts on the life expectancy of 
Down's children disprove myths 
enshrined in old statistical tables 
on which abortion legislation is 
based, which state that 50 per 
cent of mongols die in their first 
year (“so why not kill them in 
utero?”) and the remainder sur¬ 
vive only until 21. Life expectancy in 
most cases is in fact 45-50 years, 
unless the child falls victim to the 
Health-Service policy of starvation 
“I wonder really how people can 
still discuss the fact that if you 
have another child, then other 
children will starve in other 
countries, and don't realise that 
your own children, if they are 
disabled, are left to starve to 
death deliberately." 

Deceiving The Public 

Both Professors approve 
amniocentesis only to prevent 
deaths and handicaps, not for 
abortion. As its risk of provoking 
miscarriage is statistically highet 
than the risk of the disease looked 
for, it has only very limited 
application, and contrary to our 
DHSS findings, is not cost- 
effective as it is impossible to 
screen every baby for every con¬ 
dition. 

Both doctors believe that facts 
on foetal life are distorted to 
deceive the public. It is indeed 
suspect that Lejeune’s scientific 


refutation of Neo-Darwinism has 
not been widely publicised and 
accepted; have the well-placed few 
in British media and the abortion 
business acted to prevent public 
awareness of its implications? 
Lejeune considers the anti-genetic- 
engineering campaign to be a 
futuristic distraction from today's 
real destruction of children. Work 
with bacteria may produce, 
cheaply, useful drugs including 
insulin and penicillin, and help 
treat enzyme-deficiency diseases in 
babies, whereas the main area of 
activity today is “playing with the 
reproductive cells — a kind of 
Frankenstein style of medicine 
and it will. 1 am afraid, be rather 
popular. Just like the horror 
film." 

But “never does an expert on 
mice, cats or cattle ask himself at 
what moment does begin a mouse, 
or a cat or a cow. All of them 
know that they do begin at 
fecundation and they teach that 
to their students. Nobody dis¬ 
cusses the mousification of a 
mouse. . . The foetus of the 
chimpanzee is still respected be¬ 
cause it costs a lot. Veterinarians 
know that the foetus of a 
chimpanzee is indeed a*chimpan¬ 
zee." 

This remarkable book should 
contribute greatly to the campaign 
for respect of human life, so 
excellently does it demonstrate 
with clinical facts that the tales of 
the abortion mythology are “away 
with the fairies". For as Professor 
Liley says, to the pro-death 
brigade, “modern anatomical, 
genetic, immunological, endocrin¬ 
ological facts are_ a persistent 
embarrassment." 

And when asked if we believe 
abortion to be the taking of 
human life, each of us must replv 
scientifically with Professor 
Lejeune: "it is not I believe. It is 
I am sure. 1 ’ 



- 18 - 

Scientists 

Evaluate the many theories of 

Evolution 


It is commonly thought that everybody 
who is anybody in science believes in the 
theory of evolutioa This is far from the 
truth. A brief look at what scientists are 
saying about the subject is enough to 
explode that idea 
For example: 

“These are confusing times for those 
who take an interest in Darwinism. 
Observers are still faced with a bewilder¬ 
ing variety of scientific opinions, some 
Darwinian, some more or less Darwinian 
and some quite unDarwinian in 
character ” This was written in a review 
of a book entitled “What Darwin 
Began” intended to guide readers 
“through the evolution jungle” (New 
Scientist, 12 Sept, 1985, p. 59). 

The theory has never been short of cri- 
tigs. Much of the severest criticism has 
come from evolutionists. For, unlike the 
popular concept of the theory, there is 
not just one agreed scientific theory of 
evolution, but there are many conflict¬ 
ing ones. This writer has a list of over 50 
conflicting theories of evolutioa It is 
interesting to note that as each new 
theory is offered, its author takes great 
pains to point out the errors in previous 
theories The more new theories are put 
forward, the easier it becomes to fault 
the previous ones! 

Early Critics 

This situation began early with Darwin 
pointing out the errors in the work of St 
George Mivart, “The Genesis of 
Species” He also slammed the earlier 
theory of Lamarck that acquired 
characteristics could be inherited. In 
turn, Mivart poured scorn on Darwin's 
“puerile hypothesis" 


In Darwin’s “Origin of Species,” he 
devoted a whole chapter to the 
difficulties that he could see might be 
raised against his theory. If you can 
bring yourself to read the worE you will 
find it full of over 800 speculations. 
Quite unscientific in fact! Countless 
times he uses such phrases as “we 
suppose,” “if we may assume,” 
“perhaps” and “it may have been.” 
These are not the words of scientifically 
established fact Darwin even admitted 
that “when we descend to details, we 
cannot prove that one species has 
changed” Then he wrote, “If it could be 
demonstrated that any complex organ 
existed which could not possibly have 
been formed by numerous successive 
slight modifications, my theory would 
absolutely break down” (p. 189). 

Scientists Opposed Darwin 

When the “Origin of Species” was first 
published, Darwin was very dis¬ 
appointed to find that it was being 
criticised as a mass of speculation. It 
was pointed out that it was not sub¬ 
stantiated by the evidence he offered. 
His scientific critics claimed that he had 
deserted the path of inductive science to 
indulge himself in a wild hypothesis, 
outside the realm of science. Most of his 
contemporaries in the scientific world 
held the view that a theory must be 
proved before it could be regarded as 
acceptable scientific knowledge. 

The noted astronomer, Sir J. F W 
HerscheL, called the theory of Natural 
Selection, put forward by Darwin, as “a 
law of higgeldy-piggeldy,” thus express¬ 
ing his contempt for a theory that relied 
a whole series of haphazard 
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accidents for its progress. It was pointed 
out then, and many times since, that the 
concept of natural selection, or 
“survival of the fittest?’ as it came to be 
known later, was an empty tautology, 
because in the survival of the fittest, it is 
obviously the fittest who survive. 

“Darwin is Dead” 

The two evolutionists, J. B. S. Haldane 
and Julian Huxley, announced in 1932 
that “Darwin is Dead,” referring to the 
theory rather than the maa They 
proceeded to offer their alternative 
theory based on their newly acquired 
knowledge of genetics. Yet, their theory 
was to be revised a few years later in 
their book “Evolution, the Modern 
Synthesis.” Following this, a flood of 
new theories poured forth at the rate of 
about one a year. Each new idea began 
by pointing out the fallacies of the pre¬ 
vious theories. 

Thus far, the theories had relied on the 
idea of many small changes over a vast 
period of time to account for the 
progress of evolution. In 1940, Richard 
Goldschmidt proposed his “Epigenetic 
Evolution” whereby he proposed that 
evolution had taken place in a series of 
great strides forward, such as a 
dinosaur’s egg hatching out into a primi¬ 
tive bird or an ape giving birth to a 
protohuman. This theory came to be 
known as the “Hopeful Monster” theory, 
and many poured scorn on such as un¬ 
scientific idea. 

Unscientific “Science” 

Just how unscientific speculators can 
get was illustrated by the amazing state¬ 
ment of G Ponnamperuma in 
“Chemical Studies in the Origin of Life” 
(Space Life Science 1, 1968, p. 64) where 
he wrote, “Spontaneous generation of a 
living organism is impossible, yet here 
we are, as a result I believe, of spontan 
ecus generation” If he could conceit 


of this miracle, why could he not go a 
step further to accept the miracle of 
creation? 

The “Scientific American” for July, 
1985, p. 54, in an article headed “The 
Evolution of Darwinism,” reviewed the 
“modem synthesis” of W. B. Provine, 
and commented: “The new molecular 
biology, by showing the evolution 
process at the level of DNA is far more 
complex than had been thought, and 
casts doubts on some old certainties.” In 
similar strain, the next month, the 
American evolutionist, Niles Eldredge 
wrote: “The alert reader of science 
magazines can hardly fail to be aware of 
a wide spread lay rumour of something 
rotten in the state of Darwinism” 
( Nature, 22 Aug. 1985, p. 683). However, 
this preamble was to prepare the reader 
for the introduction of a new theory 
“Punctuated Equilibrium” which 
turned out to be a revised form of the 
“Hopeful Monster” theory. Its sponsors 
sought to overcome the problem of the 
“missing links” in the fossil record, by 
offering the theory of great jumps from 
one species to another. Darwin had 
foreseen this idea and rejected it as 
being contrary to nature in the phrase 
“Natura non saltum” (Naturt does not 
make jumps). 

The Shifting Theory 

Only a year later, the same Niles 
Eldredge wrote in the New Scientist (5 
June, 1986, p. 54) that he was looking for 
“an evolution theory more in tune with 
life’s actual history on earth.” It would 
seem that his own theory of a year 
before fold not convinced its author. 
Then when his associate, Stephen J. 
Gould, proposed his “Evolutionary 
Dynamism” soon afterwards, Eldredge 
was scathingly critical. 

The historical fact that the theory is 
still being corrected, adjusted and 
revised by a succession of new versions, 
most of which begin by pointing out the 
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shortcomings of previous theories, in¬ 
dicated that its proponents are far from 
sure of ihe theory. For example, the 
strongly pro-evolutionary magazine 
“Nature*' featured an article headed 
“The developing theories of evolution” 
which stated that the theory of 
“Darwinism is inadequate as an 
explanation of long-term evolution” (2 
Nov., 1984, p. 386). The same magazine 
said that “The outstanding question 
about evolution today remains the same 
as it did in Darwin’s day-given descent 
from a common ancestor, how did the 
extraordinary diversity of life come 
about?” (20 July, 1988, p. 206). In the 
book “Implications of Evolution” by G. 
Kerkuk, he asks the question, “What 
conclusions then can one come to con- 
ceming the validity of various implica¬ 
tions of the theory of evolution? If we 
go back to our initial assumptions, it will 
be seen that the evidence is still lacking 
for most of them.” 

A Theory in Crisis 

Irhe Australian molecular biologist. Dr. 
Michael Denton, wrote “Evolution a 
theory in crisis” (Barnet, London, 1985) 
and said, “The Darwinian theory of 
evolution is no more nor less than the 
great cosmogenic myth of the twentieth 
century.” Nevertheless he remains an 
evolutionist and that statement was but 
a prelude to his own pet theory. The 
Swedish professor of Zoo physiology at 
Umea University, Soren Lovtrup, has 
written, “Darwinism-the refutation of 
a myth” (Croom Helm, 1989, p. 352) in 
which he said: “The Darwinian theory 
of natural selection, whether or not 
coupled with Mendelism, is false . . . 
Hence to all intents and purposes, the 
theory has been falsified, so why has it 
not been abandoned? I think that the 
answer to this question is that current 
evolutionists follow Darwin’s example, 
and refuse to accept falsifying 
evidence ” 


Strong Critical Words 

In the “Great Evolution Mystery” 
(1983), G. Taylor wrote: “The theory of 
evolution by natural selection seems 
either inadequate, implausible or 
definitely wrong” (p. 137> These are 
strong words from a writer who is an 
evolutionist But he was not alone, for in 
“The Evolution of Living Organisms” 
another evolutionist writer, P. P. Grasse 
(p. 202) wrote: “The explanatory doc¬ 
trines of biological evolution do not 
stand up to an objective in-depth criti¬ 
cism. They prove to be either in conflict 
with reality, or else incapable of solving 
the major problem involved” 

After explaining at length how all pre¬ 
vious theories of evolution could not 
work, Richard Dawkins wrote the 
“Selfish Gene” He admitted that 
“superficially the obvious alternative to 
chance is an intelligent creator,” but in¬ 
stead he opted for “an intelligent gene.” 
However, he had second thoughts later, 
even exposed some of his own errors 
and wrote yet another edition of his 
selfish gene. He remains an evolutionist, 
in spite of clearly seeing the errors of 
the theories of others, and of his own 
idea. 

At the Darwin lecture to the British 
Association (Sept. 1980) by Dr John 
Durant (University College, Swansea) 
he said “Darwin’s evolutionary 
explanation of the origin of man has 
been transformed into a modern myth, 
to the detriment of science and social 
progress” {NewScientist, 11 Sept 1980, p. 
765). It is interesting to note that the 
doctor perceived the relationship 
between the theory and its effect on the 
attitudes of man to man. 

The Biologists’ View 

A letter from 22 working biologists at 
the British Museum of Natural History 
was published in “Nature” (12 Mar 1981, 
p. 82) stating that “we have no absolute 
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proof of the theory of evolution ... and 
the theory of evolution would be 
abandoned tomorrow if a better theory 
appeared/’ The editorial of the same 
date (p. 78) asked the question, “How 
true is the theory of evolution? Is 
Darwin’s theory of evolution a fact, a 
pack of lies, or something in between?” 
Then it was admitted that “large sections 
of the general public are sceptical of 
Darwinism,” and “Darwinism may 
ultimately be falsified” Coming from 
the editor of a magazine that was 
founded to promote evolution, these 
comments are surely significant 

The “Encyclopedia of Human Evolu¬ 
tion” was reviewed in “Nature” (13 Oct 
1988, p. 598) when the reviewer said “It 
may be argued that it is inappropriate to 
give an encyclopedic authority to what 
might be nothing more than a passing 
fashion.” 


The fact that the theory has not been 
scientifically established, in spite of over 
a century of intense scientific investiga 
tion, and is still being corrected, adjusted 
and revised in a succession of new ver¬ 
sions offered by scientists who have not 
been convinced by the earlier forms of 
the theory, should be ample evidence 
that it cannot yet be claimed to be true 
science. The evolutionists’ own evalua¬ 
tion of the theory of evolution shows it 
to be an uncertain supposition. That 
evolution has taken place somewhere, 
somehow and somewhen is a faith in the 
unknown that is the result of the firm 
rejection of the evidence for divine crea¬ 
tion in an endeavour to deny the 
existence of Almighty God and the 
authority of His Word “The fool hath 
said in his heart, there is no God” (Psa. 
14 : 1 ). 

John V. Col/ycr 



Further copies of this leaflet, and a list of the SO theories, are available free, for stamped 
addressed envelope (or for overseas, an International Postal Coupon) from — 
v Coltver 15 Westward Ho. GRIMSBV [)M4 5AF U K 
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FACING THE FACTS OF LIFE 


Book review by Anthony Nevard of 

"The Facts of Life - Shattering the Myth of Darwinism" , 

by Richard Milton. 

FOURTH ESTATE LIMITED, London. ISBN 1-85702-027-8. £16.99 

Another creationist book by a Christian 
fundamentalist ? Emphatically not ! Richard Milton claims 
no religious convictions, and refuses the label 
' creationist', but he presents a vigorous refutation of 
neo-Darwinism based entirely on the evidence of science. 
His concern about evolution and education arose from 
hearing the unscientific ideas his daughter was being 
taught at school. After ten years' research, he now asks 
the question: 'Should evolution be taught if it is not 
true ?' 

The author's position of agnosticism, by providing no 
religious target for attack, renders his case all the more 
effective, especially as a weapon to destroy the basis of 
'theistic evolution'. His well-documented work gives the 
lie to the ccmmon reflex defence of evolutionists that all 
scientists are united in their belief in the fact of 
evolution, and that current debate is only about 
discovering the mechanism of the process. Backed by his 
experience as engineer and science journalist, and 
inspired by an interest in geology and palaeontology, he 
explains his doubts and difficulties with the general 
theory of evolution in a lucid, non-technical and very 
readable style. His arguments focus on key issues, using 
evidence mostly familiar to readers of recent critics of 
evolution, such as Hitching and Denton (though neither of 
them is mentioned). Unlike than, he dares to cite 
creationists like Morris, Barnes and Cook, against the 
validity of the Geological Column and an ancient Earth. 
These are the supreme 'sacred cows' of evolutionists, as 
without than evolution theory is doomed, and for an 
agnostic to respect their arguments breaks new ground in 
non-creationist literature. 
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The attack on the synthetic theory is devastating - 
Backed by the admissions of highly qualified scientists, 
evolution is shown to be built on false assumptions of 
fossil formation and radio-active dating. The geological 
record provides no evidence of evolutionary change, and 
natural selection and mutations cannot provide an adequate 
mechanism for it. Neither can support be found from 
embryology, 'vestigial organs' or socalled 'convergent 
evolution'. The evidence for 'apemen' is critically 
reviewed and found wanting. Milton examines the recent use 
of 'computer simulation' of Natural Selection', 
popularised by Dr. Richard Dawkins, and exposes it as 
unsound and futile. Using engineering principles, he 
analyses design in Nature, particularly the systematic 
development of the living organism, and proves that 
'chance' is totally unable to explain it. Yet he stops 
short of the logical conclusion that 'design requires a 
Designer', which ought to be self-evident to an engineer, 
as he presumably felt unable to verify His existence 
empirically I 

Recent attempts to find alternatives to Darwinism also 
receive consideration, such as Gould and Eldridge's 
'Punctuated Equilibria' and Hoyle's 'Life from Space' 
scenarios. Surprisingly, credence is given to certain 
experiments that supposedly support Lamarkism - the 
inheritance of acquired adaptations, generally abhorred in 
principle by Darwinists, although he does not seem to 
think it provides a totally adequate explanation of 
origins i 

For much of this book, one could be reading the views 
of a scientific creationist, though he emits the popular 
argument that evolution conflicts with the Second Law of 
Thermodynamics (natural increase in disorder)’. In a 
postscript, he attempts to answer 'anticipated attacks on 
his views from those who display 'intellectual arrogance 
and authoritarianism'. He denies any religious motivation 
for his position, referring to it as 'open-minded 
ignorance'. 
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Milton rightly claims that Darwinism is a philosophy, 
not science, yet he hopes that future researches in 
science , perhaps arising from modern physics, might 
provide answers to the question of origins. Such a view 
seems contradictory. If the events of pre-history are 
unobservable and unrepeatable, the scientific method can 
never provide direct evidence of their nature, whether 
they arose through creation or evolution. What we know of 
the natural world points logically to Creation , not 
Evolution I The essential issue is indeed one of 
philosophy - naturalism or supernaturalism ? Since the 
purpose of this book rests on the belief that science can 
demonstrate the falsehood of the evolution philosophy, why 
can the author not accept that science could demonstrate 
the truth of the creation philosophy ? It might also be 
argued that the 'agnostic' viewpoint, far from being the 
only 'independent and objective' one, is just as much a 
'faith position' as absolute trust in evolution by chance 
or creation by deity. In fact, it may be less credible 
than either, resting solely on the authority of an 
individual's personal, opinion, neither concurring with the 
majority of supposed experts, nor accepting what millions 
of believers claim to be the revealed Word of the Creator. 
To refuse to accept the logical alternative of creation 
may 'be purely prejudice against the existence of the 
supernatural, or perhaps the result of an unwillingness to 
face up to its personal and moral implications. Many 
scientists who share Milton's view of evolution have 
progressed to the rational conclusion that the world was 
created by a Supreme Being, Who has provided a record of 
His Acts in the Bible. Such a belief is reached through 
the gift of supernatural Faith, freely given by God to 
those open to receive it. 

"The Facts of Life' strikes a mortal blow at the 
paradigm that has ruled biology and geology for 130 years, 
but provides no alternative to it. Unbiased readers should 
next investigate the alternative claims of creation 
science for themselves ; a consequence which scares 
evolutionist reviewers who have bitterly condemned it ! 
This reaction has not only provided welcome publicity, but 
betrayed the bigoted attitudes of certain professional 
evolution-mongers. Let us hope that the fair-minded reader 
(and the author) may be led from this book to the answers 
of the Christian Gospel. 
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Miss Haigh is a prolific Catholic scholar/vriter. 

It is anticipated she will, by, the grace of God, 
soon complete several other monograms. They will 
also be made available as completed. 


All prices are postpaid to anywhere in the world. 
Limit of one copy per person. You may photocopy more. 

Right reserved to withdraw any or all of these offer¬ 
ings at any time personal circumstances may dictate. 

Fro “••• PAUL ELLWANGER 
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SECRETARY'S REPORT 


Over the year 1991/2, Daylight activity has grown 
significantly. More than 40 new subscriptions have been 
taken out, and international correspondence has much 
increased. In anticipation of further demand, 200 copies 
of this issue have been printed. 

Considerable interest has resulted from 
recommendations published in Christian Order (England), 
Acts and Facts (Institute for Creation Research, USA), 
Creation (Creation Science Movement, England), Catholic 
(Australia) and Floodgates (MENSA, England). We are very 
grateful to the editors for this publicity, which all 
resulted in more enquiries. 

"Spectrum" includes just a sample of the many 
encouraging letters I have received. I am also especially 
grateful to those of you who have sent extra donations 
(one of £100) without which our activities would certainly 
have been reduced. Thanks to you, turnover has increased 
some 300%, we have increased the Newsletter from 12 to 28 
pages, and produced four issues as intended. We have 
increased our stock of publications, and helped to promote 
the new book Creation Rediscovered in England. 
Improvements have been made in the publicity material, and 
in the production of Daylight, which is now professionally 
printed. 

In May, I gave a talk at Pro Fide Forum in London 
entitled "Creation Science- the Catholic Revival", of 
which a cassette should soon be available. I also gave a 
short talk at the European Creationist Congress in August, 
where I ran a bookstall and sold £70-worth of materials, 
and gained several new members. 

It is intended to set up Daylight 'agents' in certain 
countries, primarily to field enquiries and distribute 
Daylight, so reducing postal costs. Please let me know if 
you would like to assist in this. Many Catholics welcome 
our message- and no publication comparable to Daylight 
seems to exist i Help us to make it effective. 

Anthony Nevard 
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"DAYLIGHT" BALANCE SHEET 


1 August 1991 - 31 August 1992. 


Debits 

£ 

Credits 

£ 

Printing 

211 

Subscriptions 

435 

Postage 

282 

Donations 

185 

Stationery etc. 

115 

Book & tape sales 

399 

Books & tapes 

79 

Videos 

187 

Videos 

285 

Interest on account 

6 

Telephone 

15 

Initial balance 

104 

Petrol 

14 



Congress Fee 

85 



Advertisement 

21 



Credit balance 

209 




£ 1316 

£ 

1316 




CHRISTUS VINCIT PRODUCTIONS 

Suppliers of Catholic cassettes and books- send for list. 
Please note NEW ADDRESS : 

P.O.Box 14, Fakenham, Norfolk NR21 8EJ. Tel.0328-864447 

"THE MUSTARD SEED" 

Good stock of creation science books. 

21 Kentish Town Road, London NW1 8NH. Tel. 071-267-5646 
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AVAILABLE FROM "DAYLIGHT" 

19 Francis Avenue, St.Albans, Herts AL3 6BL, ENGLAND 

Books 

Catholic 


CREATION REDISCOVERED 
EVOLUTION ? 

MAN AND THE EVOLUTION MYTH 
THE CASE AGAINST EVOLUTION 
IN THE BEGINNING 


G.J.Keane 
Wallace Johnson 
Fr.P.Lessiter 
Wallace Johnson 

Fr.P.Fehlner OFM 


THE HOLY SHROUD 
'HUMANI GENERIS' 

Non-Catholic 


CRC, 1991 

(1950 Encyclical) Pope Pius XII 


EVOLUTION- IS IT SCIENTIFIC ? Tyler & Gough 
BONE OF CONTENTION Sylvia Baker 

SCIENTIFIC CREATIONISM (1st edn.) Dr.H.Morris 

THE TWILIGHT OF EVOLUTION Dr.H.Morris 

SCIENCE V EVOLUTION M.Bowden 

EVOLUTION'S SCIENTIFIC WEAKNESSES 
with detailed references ; 19pp 


Citizens for 
Fairness in 
Education 


Cassette 


A BIOLOGIST LOOKS AT GENESIS 


A.Nevard 


8.95 

4.95 

7 Op 
1.00 
2.00 

2.50 
1.00 

1.50 

2.50 
3.00 
1.30 

6.95 

1.00 


4.00 


Video 


EVOLUTION- FACT OR BELIEF ? Peter Wilders (Narr.) 22.95 

All prices include postage in the UK only. 

Please add 15% for S.Ireland and overseas. 














